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"The purposes of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended, are to provide a means whereby 
the ecosystems upon which endangered species and threatened species depend may be conserved ... 
and to provide a program for the conservation of such endangered and threatened species." (The 
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended) 

The language contained in the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act), requires the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) to not only protect individual animals, but has the further 
obligation of providing listed species with functioning ecosystems so protections provided by the Act 
are no longer necessary. For the Service to achieve this goal and to allow the project applicant to 
proceed with their project in a timely manner, the Service has developed the U.S .. Fish and Wildlife 
Service San Joaquin Kit Fox Survey Protocol for the Northern Range where foothill grasslands, oak 
savannah, and adjacent agricultural lands are the primary kit fox habitats. 

To avoid unnecessary expenditures and delays for projects located within the northern range of the 
San Joaquin kit fox, the project applicant, along with a qualified biologist, must conduct an early 
evaluation with the Service. 

¥~R~.Y EVALUATION RE UIREMENTS 

To enable the Service to evaluate the project's impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox the following 
inform?tion is required; 

1. A brief description of the proposed project and a map. The projed description needs to
 
include the project name, county where the project is located, the es'timated area
 
(acreage) of the project site, and an estimate of acres of potential San Joaquin kit fox
 
habitat (see appendix II). The map must show the precise location of the project site, the
 
location of known kit fox dens and/or sightings on the project site, and delineate kit fox
 
habitat. The map should be either an original or high quality copy of a U.S. Geological
 
Survey topographic map (exact scale, 7.5 minute, 1"=24,000 ft., including township and
 
range).
 

2. Compile sighting records within a ten-mile radius of the boundaries of the project site.
 
Both the Service and the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) shall be
 
contacted for sighting records;
 

3. Describe vegetation communities found on the project site using CNDDB
 
classification;
 

4. Describe the continuity of the vegetative communities between the project site and the
 
ten-mile radius;
 

5. Habitat suitability of the project site to be assessed by completing one set of walking
 
transects (e.g., evaluate prey base and denning potential);
 

PROOF OF SERVICE (REVJSE~D~__) FlLEDWIIIf 

6. An analysis of adverse effects of the project on kit foxes, if a~1IAILED ~~-Oz.. 

http://sacramento.fws.gov/es/textfiles/sLkitfox_surveY-IJrotocol_n_range.htm 02/08/2002 



Survey Protocol for San Joaquin Kit Foxes, No. Range Page 2 of9 

7. Provide recommendations for mitigating the adverse effects of the project on kit foxes, 
where applicable; and 

8. An analysis of cumulative effects (appendix II), if any. 

Upon receiving ~l! of the above information, the Service will evaluate the information as to whether 
or not the project site represents kit fox habitat, the quality of the habitat, and the value of that habitat 
to the recovery of the kit fox (see appendix II) .. TIle Service will set forth its reasoning for such 
determination in writing within 30 days. If it is determined that the project will not result in take (see 
appendix II), the project applicant may proceed with the project. If the Service determines that take 
will occur as the project is currently presented, the project applicant should initiate discussions with 
the Service to determine appropriate project modifications to protect kit fox, including avoidance, 
minimization, restoration, preservation, or compensation. Project modifications to protect kit fox 
include effOlis to moderate, reduce or alleviate the impacts of a proposed activity, including a) 
avoiding the impact by not taking a certain action or parts of an action; b) minimizing impacts by 
limiting the degree or magnitude of the action; c) rectifying the impact by repairing, rehabilitating or 
restoring the affected environment; d) reducing or eliminating the impact over time by preservation 
and maintenance operations during the life of the action; e) compensating for the impact by replacing 
or providing substitute resources or environments. The project"applicant must obtain Service. 
concurrence that no take of kit fox will occur, as defined in section 9 of the Act. The Service 
recognizes that there are cases where early evaluation of the project site may be inconclusive. In that 
case, the applicant may choose (1) to enter into discussions with the Service on appropriate project 
modifications or (2) complete the balance of the protocol level survey. 

If kit fox or kit fox sign are fowld using the survey protocol presented here, the project applicant will 
need to consult with the Service to determine appropriate project modifications and permit 
requirements to protect kit fox. 

If kit fox or kit fox sign are NOT found using this survey protocol, but kit fox sightings or
 
occurrences are documented within a 10-mile radius, the Service will interpret the results, and
 
appropriate. project modifications, if necessary, will be discussed with the applicant. Factors the
 

- SerVice will consider in iI1terpreting such cases include the number and dates of kit fox sightings, 
cjistance of suchsightirigs from the project site, the continuity of habitat or vegetative types between 
kit fox sightings and the project site, habitat suitability within the project site (e:g.,'prey base aI'ld 
denning potential), available results of surveys in the project vicinity, and the opinions of other kit 
fox experts. If, based on such information, the Service determines that a project site represents kit fox 
habitat, it will, if requested by the applicant or the applicant's representative, set forth its reasoning 
for such determination in writing. 

If this survey protocol (and early evaluation process) is implemented as described, and if negative
 
results are obtained and no kit fox sightings are within a 10-mile radius, and the Service concurs in
 
writing, the Service will not require project modifications to reduce effects on kit fox. The protocol
 
level surveys are described below.
 

SURVEY PROTOCOL 

The hilly terrain and tall grasses of the northern range make it extremely difficult to identify small 
canids using spotlights. In addition, the large home range of kit fox in the northern range decreases 
the likelihood of detecting a kit fox in a pmiicular area at a particular moment in time. As kit foxes 
have proven difficult to detect in such areas, this protocol includes more intensive survey effOlis than 
utilized in the southern range of the San Joaquin kit fox. This survey protocol applies to all natural 
lands and other vegetative communities as follows: 

1. native or nonnative grasslands and associated scrub; 
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FOR YOUR INFORMATION ONLY! Parties DO NOT mail to the following 
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Commissioner & Presiding Member 
MS-31 Roberta Mendonca 

Public Adviser's Office 
MICHAL C. MOORE 1516 Ninth Street, MS-12 
Associate Member Sacramento, CA 95814 
MS-32 Email: pao@energy.state.ca.us 
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Hearing Officer 
MS-9 

Jack Caswell 
Project Manager 
MS-15 

Lisa DeCarlo 
Staff Counsel 
MS-14 
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